Undoubtedly, one of the most important events that deeply affected the Western world and led to historical breakdowns and social changes especially in continental Europe, are the democratic bourgeois revolution took place in France in 1789. Debate and criticism that take place in the academic world in general about revolutions and especially about French Revolution can be evaluated in two segments. On the one hand stand those supporting idea that this struggle launched in the name of humanity promoted progress, enlightenment, human rights and freedom, on the other hand those support idea that with revolution property and rights are seized, ethical and religious values that hold the institutions of society and society together are eliminated and Jacobinism and radicalism were promoted. One of those supporting this claim is Edmund Burke, who is also the subject of this article and who stood with his hard attitude towards the French Revolution during his lifetime. This article, which examines Burke's ideas about the revolution in terms of conservative politics and focuses on the significance of the revolution that has been sustaining its effect even today. 
INTRODUCTION
The French Revolution of 1789, which is one of the turning points of world history, has become one of the most important events that continue to be influential up to today with its secular values and traditional structures and institutions which were eliminated. In addition to the internal dynamics such as economic hardship, social dissatisfaction and inability to meet needs of certain segments of society (Rudê, 2015:19) which facilitated revolution in France, historical developments in the world has also influenced the revolution. The social, political, and class discrimination that have accumulated over the years in continental Europe not only opened the way to revolution but also old regime has lost its power suddenly and buried in the pages of history. When compared to the other revolutions, it can be said that the method the revolution has unique aspects in terms of both methods and results. But this unique aspect of the revolution is not because it established a more democratic and pluralistic regime but because it led to developments that feed more terror, violence and radicalism in society.
The revolution, which has been effected in many regions of the world, in particular in the continental Europe, caused birth of nation-states, spread of nationalist ideologies, and the mass wars in the name of equality and freedom and still continues to be influential. The most important consequence of the revolution in terms of contemporary societies is the change of traditional power and power relations in Europe and afterwards in the world and the emergence of new political actors and regimes in the scene. Today, French
Revolution has no doubt great influence for formation of the so-called republics and democracies and absolute destruction of the kingdoms and monarchies.
Perhaps no revolution or revolutionary initiative in history has resulted in heavy consequences for its own society as much as French Revolution. This revolution, which affected almost all world history and politics and reshaped social order, on the one hand disrupted the cliques of the society and on the other hand it has changed the existing regimes and established a new system based on the contract. Thus, the hegemony of those institutions which retained the political and economic power in that era, especially aristocracy and the church, has come to an end and a new order led by bourgeois, followed by intellectuals and people has been established. It was the "reason" main basis of revolutionary forces that attempted to build a new society and state based on the philosophy of enlightenment, rationalization and secularism. From this point of view, it is possible to say that, unlike the others before it, the French Revolution constituted foundation cement for both the modernity and the modern world.
In history books, generally contribution of revolution for humanist values, universal law, democracy and individual freedoms are mentioned. However, as in every revolution, as well as achievements and gains of the French Revolution, it has also unforeseeable consequences and losses and it has destroyed traditional structures such as moral and religious values and institutions embodied in these values and the cultural codes and practices that support these structures and it is specified by few people that the revolution harmed consequently the organic constitution of community, which is made up of different components. While those who see themselves on the left side of the ideological spectrum sanctify the revolution, those standing at the right side of the political scale even cannot tolerate the revolution.
In this respect, while the revolution was, according to some people, "a turning point," "main model" of all the revolutions in the history of freedom according to others, the revolution constituted an example for modern totalitarian governments with its central state apparatus and terrorism. The defenders of the French Revolution, nourished from the universe of thought of the Enlightenment and supporting its ideals, greeted the revolution as a movement of liberation / emancipation and progression in a profound ecstasy, drawing attention to its gains, while the couriers were placed in the face of the revolution by drawing attention to its gains opponents emphasize destruction it created / will create (Işık 2016: 200) .
However, it is a fact that every social change has a price. In other words, if an order is changed by force and deceit, it will have heavy price. that the revolutionary myth will soon fail, that the revolution is conceived as a ship lost in the ocean, struggling with the waves and bearing the risk of striking or rocking at any moment and emphasized that revolution would eat his own children beforehand and surrender to Jacobinism.
ARCHEOLOGY OF REVOLUTIONS IN TERMS OF CONSERVATIVE POLITICS
Conservatism emerged as an ideology and idea that advocates traditional social order resisted pressure of liberalism, socialism and nationalism struggled to return historical monarchy and developed as a reaction to the political and economic changes of the French Revolution at the end of the 18th and 19th centuries.
This ideology, opposed to any kind of intervention that can be put on society, especially in the context of reform and revolution, has changed its stance in time depending on changing conditions. While radical conservatives are opposed to all sorts of change, the moderate ones supported changes that are moderate and evolutionary. Ontological bases of conservative thinking were formed of; tradition, pragmatism, incompetence of humankind, organism, hierarchy, authority and ownership (Heywood, 2013: 75-76) .
The conservatism that developed as a counterrevolutionary ideology and opposed to more enlightened radicalism and revolutionism developed as an intellectual and political movement in Europe. Conservatism should ultimately be seen as a modern ideology; despite it is against political structure of modernity, philosophy of enlightenment and its radicalism. For him Mannheim defines conservatism as "conscious traditionalism" (Beneton, 1991: 113) . Conservative thought should be seen as a consequence of "reactions to the form of constructive rationalist thinking at the center of the idea of enlightenment, practice of revolutionary politics embodied in the French Revolution, and revolutionary, utopian socialist movements and of the new social structure shaped after the industrial revolution" (Vural, 2003: 22) .
Conservatism is a system of political thought that is cautiously approaching the changes which favor the existing order, cultural accumulation, social gains, traditional and religious values, and the continuation of historical institutions as a whole. The concept of conservation lies at the heart of conservative thinking.
Three important factors have influenced the emergence of conservatism as a worldview and a political trend (Ergil, 1986: 1) . The first, as emphasized above, is that the ideas of the French Revolution that take down current political regimes and instead domination of the principles of revolution which were criticized by conservatives for being abstract ideas. Second one is the industrial revolution. The revolution, changed traditional production, consumption and division of labor and replaced with mechanization and automation and naturally brings forward continuous change instead of stability in social life. The third one is the enlightenment movement. It is because rationalism (rationalism), which is the basic philosophy of the enlightenment movement, emphasized reason instead of tradition.
These three historical developments took place in continental Europe have been followed with concern by some segments of society as it threatened traditional and social order and envisages the formation of a new society and state. What so-called community opposed was that they believe that the revolution would not only establish a new regime but would abolish values that are indispensable for the society and the individual. Indeed, advocates of conservative thinkers, particularly Burke, Maistre and Bonald, have turned their backs to revolutionary principles, of which guide is abstract ideas, method is violence and oppression, correctness and wisdom unknown for not experienced and obviously aimed at protecting the interests of certain class segments. According to them, the society that is an organic entity is not a structure that can be bent according to the arbitrariness, and it should not be. It is not acceptable to act with a sense of social engineering and try to shape society on the axis of a certain ideology. The main concern of the Conservatives is that it is not desirable to sacrifice the historical, social and cultural achievements that have been obtained so far in terms of the individual and society and which protect them against ambiguity and insecurity for a certain ideology. Why do the Conservatives oppose to revolution?
Because the conservatives believed that human mind was lacking reason from the ontological point of view and that human beings don't have ability to make their own right decisions and revolutionary projects that centered pure reason would be problematic. Again, according to the conservative idea, people are weak due to nature, morally impaired, selfish, greedy and stigmatized by power. Therefore, there is a need for the existence of a strong state, strong laws and strict punishments for the continuation of the order (Heywood, 2013: 76) .
Conservative tradition aimed at protecting society from all kinds of revolutionary transformation projects as an ideological current has opposed the human description of enlightenment rationalism with its "use your own reason" paradigm. In the words of Özipek (2004: 11) , " reasoning in epistemological terms can explore the laws of history and society, express law that it must be subject to and a secondary field of activity that will never fail to approve approaches that envisage transforming it in a total way in the direction of a project that can reach the full knowledge required by the ideal world." That is why conservatives don't trust reason much and they have embraced the religion because it brought society together in a common belief.
The conservatives, who managed to protect the prudent stance against change and opposed the erosion of traditional institutions and values, favored stability against change. Because, according to them, what is tried is always safer than what is not tried. Innovation can lead to destructive outcomes because its results cannot be predicted. So "stability is more profitable than innovation; Precision is more valuable than speculation; known is more appreciable than perfection; a known mistake is superior to controversial truth; disease can be more tolerable than treatment; satisfaction of the expectation is more important than whether expectation itself is 'fair'; tendency to be conservative would be more appropriate than any other tendency (Oakeshott, 1975 (Oakeshott, :33, cited in Özipek, 2004 or "It is preferable to be underestimated by being overly anxious and ill-tempered than being destroyed by too much safety" with Burke's words (2016:27) .
Conservatives oppose any intervention, initiative or action that may or may not lead to instability and insecurity, since they believe that these are the most important social values that sustain a stable and trustworthy society. Instead of change it under conservatism's concerns for revolution lies the fact that the consequences of revolution that will change many things cannot be predicted. Conservatives believe that it would not be a smart work to perform anything with pure reason only because they are suspicious about the way of founding reason is safe. For him, the revolution, in a paradoxical way, includes ambiguity and insecurity, as well as the ideal of freedom and equality with self-confidence.
Some conservatives, such as Burke, who shared the general belief that change is inevitable, have supported a more moderate or flexible attitude. In contrast to the radical conservatives who oppose every kind of change in principle, the moderates who consider that what are important are not the change itself but the source and form of change supported acceptance of a prudent and cautious change instead of rejection of change in total. According to them, society will change in its stream and in its natural flow. It is not right to try to prevent it or hinder its flow. It is also not possible that such an initiative to be succeed. What is to be done is to give consent to evolutionary change that is to leave society in its own flow and to wait for society to renew itself according to its own needs over time.
Revolutionary changes, however, both demolish the structure of the social order and direct society to unknown, untested and unpredictable uncertainties that cannot even be foreseen. Since it is decided that inadequate reason cannot be a sufficient guide in this process, it is thought that revolutionary projects will lead to devastating consequences. According to Burke, the revolution, which terminates the old regime and apply idealized values instead and thus to lead to the establishment of a healthier society contained demands contradictory to human nature. Any revolutionary-minded discourses which sanctify, divine human and claim that man can solve everything with his own reason will soon be falsified. What is to be done is not to drag people into ambiguity, but to try to ensure that the human maintains his own reality and the existing order with wisdom of the past.
CHANGE FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF CONSERVATIVE IDEOLOGY
Change and conservatism have been a subject that has been constantly discussed up until today.
Conservatism has been perceived as a sectarian and closed form of thought opposing to all forms of change.
However, in reality while requests conservation of structures, institutions and values that nourish the existing dominant system in societies at the same time winks at the changeability of the system in question.
Although in some radical conservatives, an anti-change attitude can be observed, it should be seen as an exceptional case. It is because change is the law of nature, and no one can stand against this law.
The question to be asked here is what kinds of a change model conservatism requests. A wide range of conservative thinkers including Burke have accepted the change that arises in a self-fulfilling order gradually. What the thinkers are opposed to is not the change but how change is carried out. In this context conservative thinking has been ignoring desires of revolutionary change because it involves violence in all sorts of social engineering practices, plans that produce abstract solutions to social problems, untried ideas and sudden changes.
Conservatives who insist on necessity of being cautious about change, have approved a moderate and reasonable change away from the ideological content which is not realized by the influence of a certain mass, which is not at extreme levels, considering that the structural institutions can change by their internal dynamics. The conservatism, which is basically anti-modern and fostered by a reaction against the French Revolution, undoubtedly has not developed independently of the conditions of the relevant period.
Conservative doctrine was born counter-revolutionary. Since the beginning, it has not only rejected the principles laid out by the French Revolution, but also opposed enlightenment, human rights, and more (Beneton, 1991: 11-12) In his essay Reflections on the Revolution in France, Burke opposed the basic principles and practices of the French Revolution. In this work, which is trying to criticize the revolutionary rush, Burke did not accept the notion that the French revolution in particular broke the chain of history and cut off the society in time.
But Burke, as emphasized above, is not generally against all the revolutions. He will even say that sometimes there is an extraordinary and impressive aspect of the French Revolution. For example, he admired the British revolution. Because, according to him, this revolution has empowered someone else instead of a dynasty, and in fact it has not changed anything. In fact, the revolution has restored the old regime that has begun to decay, has reestablished the trust of the people in governance, and therefore has not brought about a new form of sovereignty. For him, this revolution had to be applauded.
That the British revolution does not to carry a new political order or even support the current constitutional order ensured British people to support the revolution. The revolution has not touched the social, economic, political and cultural structure of the British society, nor has it forced a new scheme into society. On the contrary, as existing institutions have been preserved, the values that hold British society together have become even stronger. The revolution was libertarian because it provided continuity of history, preservation of institutional structures, and continued cultural and political heritage of the more vigorous British people.
Although Burke has shown an anti-revolutionary attitude, it can be said that he occasionally possesses a grip which leads him to a liberal direction and a moderate approach. Because Burke has never advocated Burke, known for his opposition to revolution, has tried to criticize the revolution in his works. This criticism does not reinforce the idea that he is against revolutionaries and therefore does not accept the revolutions at all. Burke emphasizes the historical continuity he expressed as "real development potentials" against the abstract constitutional order, in response to the negative experiences of the revolution from one side. On the other hand, the new manifestation of modernity and revolutionary political thought is not denied in principle, but on the contrary, it reinterprets itself in the form of a producer in the direction of his own thinking "(Onur-İnce, 2010: 74). In other words, what Burke is trying to do is that the principles and practices that force the society to change do not go through a certain ideological axis and do not have abstract thoughts involving social engineering projects.
According to Burke, change is inevitable because societies are not stable and are all in process of change.
This change cannot be prevented. The important thing is not to interfere direction of change, speed and route. Indeed, when the social internal dynamics are clogged and become conservative, they must be prevented from clogging in such a way as not to damage the basic structures and institutional functioning of the society. As a matter of fact, Burke evaluates the American and British Revolutions in this context and praised such revolutionary liberation. In this sense, it is not possible to reduce the revolutions to a concentration of violence or to the sum of institutions. The revolution rests on a project for another world that is perceived and understood before it is built, and for this reason it must be resolved both in collective mental designs and in its actions " (Decoufle, 1991: 25) .
EDMUND BURKE'S IDEAS ABOUT THE FRENCH REVOLUTION
Edmund Burke is a politician and statesman who has been a deputy in England for many years. The philosopher is also known as author and orator. He gained reputation for his critics about French Revolution and has opposed the rationalism of enlightenment and the radicalism of revolution. Fundamental concern of Burke, known as the father of Anglo-American conservatism with his stubborn attitude towards revolutionary projects, was actually to prevent attempts called revolution and targeted to destroy social dynamics, to remove the existing political and economic order and to eliminate traditional and religious experience for the sake of abstract ideas.
Burke's practical political stance, who has works from philosophical politics to aesthetics and art, has emerged with his harsh criticism against revolutions especially the French Revolution. Burke, at the same time, has evaluated any kind of change that has been carried out and the concept of "progress" and "development" cautiously. Burke has a liberal identity as well as a conservative one. In fact, what he opposed is not the idea of change itself. On the contrary, he said that it is not possible to prevent idea of change and that the changes that societies undergo during the historical process are inevitable. What he cannot admit is revolutionary traits of change.
That is why, according to Burke (2016: 57) , "whether it is right or not, the revolution is the last resort for thinkers and good people to apply." Because the revolutions are movements that carry the soul of innovation and when flows like a flood destroys everything. The ideologues that invite the masses to the streets will drag society to the edge of the abyss because they cannot move with reason. The rebellions allegedly made in the name of society will ultimately lead to revolts and chaos, which will threaten public order. Therefore, according to Burke (2016: 60) , the spirit of innovation is "in general a result of selfish mood and narrow views." People never desire a future generation who does not look back at their ancestors.
Burke defines revolutions as non-moral initiatives aimed at overthrowing the present order by the use of force. Burke evaluates the power created by revolution as the glory arising from tyranny because of infinity of human will, and he defines revolutionaries as very arrogant, passionate, bearing hatred against the past and hating the aristocracy and the law. (Akkaş, 2004: 173-178) . According to him, revolutions have nothing to do with freedom. If they had any relation, or "if they secured freedom only by weakening the government that governs them and by endangering the activities carried out by the government or if they believed that there is no better way out of social commotion against arbitrary governance our ancestors would be renowned as the wise men of the Revolution" (Burke, 2016: 55) .
Burke believes that the revolutionary project, which is the sum of abstract and utopian ideas, is merely a fiction and it is impossible to realize the goals set out by revolution and specifies his ideas about this issue as following. "Instead of the monarchic government, bring a government founded by the people's votes, recognize "natural" rights such as" freedom, property, security and uprising against oppression", organize our society in a way that will benefit everyone, wars will end and we will all live happily and prosperously." Therefore, Burke tells us that this is a simple thought -correctly-impossible to be real and came out of an artificial mind shocking human being" (Cameron, 1995:103) . Because, according to Burke, the revolutionaries are swimming in the cloudy waters, trusting rhetoric that is pleasant to the ears and actually trying to make society sleep by imposing idea of idealized order. Burke (2016: 26) , compared the revolution to foggy misty winter twilight, and argues that neither in such weather nor at such time we cannot go out. Because, according to him, "wild gas, cloudy weather, is clearly mysterious; but before we get to a judgment, we should expect to see something deep inside, beyond the agitation of the water, dampening of the water, deepening of the first waves. However, moments of According to him, "the people of England will not imitate the traditions which they have never experienced before and will turn back to traditions that do not bring anything other than harm. Our people see practice of the system of dynasty for throne not wrong, but a right thing; not as an affliction but as a profitable works; not as a sign of slavery, but as an assurance of freedom. The people of England think that the roof of the nation has an invaluable value, and perceives throne without interruption as a commitment to stability and our constitution."
Burke said that the revolution would have catastrophic consequences for France, but even if it will not affect Britain, it threatened to leap to other countries. That is why he has rejected the revolution with all his strength and cursed it. However, according to Cameron (1995: 94) , Burke seems "almost uncomfortable with the social facts that partially or wholly justified the revolution. The nobles, who retain their privileges, while their functions were taken from their hands, exploited the people in the countryside in an overwhelming misery; hardworking middle class, who carries the heavy burden of taxes, were kept away from the responsible positions of state and incompetent and stupid politics of the governments that come after each other. Burke turns his back to all these. With Thomas Paine's famous statement at that time who gave the best response to Burke's book "Burke pierced not to deceased bird but to its plucked hair".
Nevertheless, Burke stated that there would be no justification for the revolution, and he believed that the administration should be compassionate and fair to the people. The important thing is to govern the country in a constitutional commitment. To discriminate among different sections of the society or to favor certain sections may cause internal mess and confusion because it will damage the sense of justice in society. To
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M. Zeki DUMAN SAD / JSR Cilt / Volume 20 Sayı / Number 2 166 prevent this, be it tax or services everyone should be treated equally. Burke believes that trying to equalize society or to act in this direction will only cause the natural order to be deteriorated and Burke thinks that such a situation would actually put an extra burden on the building called the community by building up a structure on air that should have been on the ground (Burke, 2016: 79) .
Describing the French Revolution as the most horrific event of human history, Burke said that the most distinctive feature of the revolution is Jacobinism that is threatening the traditional way of life by attacking existing institutions destroying institutional structures, as an unreliable form of thought that seizes property and puts abstract political ideas in place of moral values. Indeed, events took place between July 14, 1789, when the revolution took place, July 27, 1794, when Robespierre and Jacobin leaders were sentenced to death in France between confirms Burke's prophecy. These five years with the definition of Timur (2016: 328-329) "have been the years when the people have risen in order to practice supreme ideals that mankind can conceive up to that moment, and on the other hand when revolutionaries have been sentenced to death without hesitation for these ideals. At that time, civil war, foreign war, famine and betrayals all brought doubt on one another. What Robespierre called "despotism of freedom" was also the product of this environment."
It is possible to collect Burke's critique of the French Revolution at two points (Duman, 2010: 276-285 ).
The first is that the revolution was made against two unifying elements of European civilization, namely the nobility (knighthood) and the dynasty. The Revolution was made for the system of values which ultimately became destructive and sometimes radicalizing, ultimately to the West's history, tradition, and cultural heritage, social and political order. Second, the revolution is contrary to the structure and functioning of human nature. It is because the revolution is a rebellion against the natural feelings and passions of man. It contains utopian scheme, guided by universal and abstract ideas and incomplete reason. On the one hand, however, Burke criticizes the British and American revolutions for liberal demands and gains, and on the other hand, criticizes French revolution for leading to despotism, terrorism and violence, and thus shifting away from the natural cycle to an asymmetrical position (Ceylan, 2007: 40) . Because, in Burke's (2016: 29) words French Revolution, " is out of nature in this intertwined and wildly woven strange chaos; all kinds of crime appear to have spread thousand kinds of theater scene. While watching this horrible tragicomic scene, opposing passions necessarily follow each other; from time to time they are intermingled in our minds; anger after humiliation; Tears after laughter; Fear after disdain"
According to Edmund Burke (2016: 66) in the revolution, "the laws were taken down; courts collapsed; industry was weak without strength; trade ended; salaries have not been paid; finally the public became poorer; church was looted; state could not prospered; constitution of the kingdom, grasped by civil and military anarchy; Everything that was human and divine was sacrificed for the so-called public reputation;
As a result, national bankruptcy followed" Burke (2016: 65) . Then he will turn and tell the people and the consequences not only in terms of continental Europe, but also in terms of permanent effects it created. The revolution was appraised as a historical turning point in the name of mankind by those who regard it as a symbol of progression and reason and it has also been criticized as it overthrown the present order and destroyed the social fabric, religious and moral values, and thus overthrown the social order.
One of the first critics of the revolution's political rationalization and radicalism was Edmund Burke, who has been a source of inspiration for conservative ideas for over two hundred years and has drawn criticism towards the philosophy of enlightenment and its reason-based world order. The revolution in his social analysis is an undesirable and unlikely phenomenon. It is because Burke thought that the revolution deepened the existing problems as well as the problems of the societies. The criticisms that Burke, as a state 
